Since proof-theoretic semantics has reached some status of maturity, we considered it appropriate to organize a conference with that title at the University of Tu¨bingen in January 1999. 3 The papers presented at this conference were the following: The present collection grew out of this conference but is not intended as a volume of proceedings. Our idea was, by means of various basic papers, to shed some light on central topics of proof-theoretic semantics to enable researchers from other branches of logic to gain some insight into a subject which we think has a bright future. The first topic of these papers are approaches giving proofs a semantic value without reference to denotations: Prawitz philosophically elucidates his meaning theory based on proofs, and Schroeder-Heister, Contu and Hallna¨s deal affirmatively and critically with validity notions developed in the tradition created by Prawitz. Tait, in a type-theoretic framework, shows that a nondenotational approach does not necessarily lead to non-classical (intuitionistic) logic. Then there are contributions which reflect on the framework in which proofs should be dealt with: Sundholm compares different forms of natural deduction from a meaning-theoretic point of view, and Dosˇen puts forward categorical logic as a framework particularly appropriate for proof-theoretic semantics. Two papers develop applications: Kahle uses prooftheoretic semantics in order to clarify the notion of necessity, while Usberti carries over proof-theoretic semantics to the justification of empirical sentences. Finally we have two contributions dealing with the background to proof-theoretic semantics: Mints presents some basic ideas of Russian constructivism, and Rathjen gives an overview of theories of ordinals which have dominated proof theory for quite some time.
Due to various circumstances, editing this collection stretched over a period of several years. We received the first manuscripts in 1999 and the last update of a paper in 2004. We apologize for this delay to those authors who submitted their contributions early.
We should like to thank the reviewers for their efforts, Wilfried Sieg for valuable comments on a previous version, and Janah Putnam for her help with language editing. Special thanks are due to Thomas Piecha, who prepared the final manuscript, for his careful editorial work.
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